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KENNEY FORT BLVD INTENSIVE ARCHEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Management Summary
In 2015 and 2016, an intensive archeological survey was completed in order to inventory and evaluate
archeological resources within existing and proposed right-of-way for a proposed 1.7-mile extension
of Kenney Fort Boulevard along the west side of Old Settlers Park in east Round Rock, Williamson
County, Texas. The proposed right-of-way would typically be 130 feet in width and the depth of
impacts generally would extend to 4 feet or less. The archeological area of potential effects (APE)
consists of the cumulative footprint of the project throughout its evolution. Therefore, it includes a 2015
alignment and an alternative alignment developed in 2016, for a total survey area of approximately
40 acres. The work was carried out for the City of Round Rock under Texas Antiquities Permit 7361 by
Cox|McLain Environmental Consulting, Inc. (CMEC), a subcontractor to K. Friese + Associates.
Extensive previous disturbance related to road construction, drainage modification, agriculture, and
community services (parkland/sports facilities) was observed. Twenty-one shovel test units were
excavated where disturbance appeared less severe. All were negative for archeological materials.
No archeological sites, features, or artifacts were found, and no further work is recommended prior to
construction.
If any unanticipated burials or archeological materials, deposits, or features are discovered during
construction, work should halt immediately and the Archeology Division of the Texas Historical
Commission should be notified.
No materials were collected; therefore, this project generated no archeological materials to be curated.
Project records will be curated and permanently housed at the Center for Archaeological Studies (CAS)
at Texas State per TAC 26.16 and 26.17.
The Texas Historical Commission (THC) concurred with the findings of this report on December 2, 2016.
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1.0

Introduction

Overview of the Project
In order to increase connectivity in the area and meet traffic demands associated with the development
of Dell Diamond, Old Settlers Park, and numerous new and expanding residential communities, the City
of Round Rock proposes to extend Kenney Fort Boulevard from its current terminus just north of U.S.
Highway (US) 79, also known as Palm Valley Boulevard, north to East Old Settlers Boulevard (Figure
1). The proposed project would continue efforts to construct a six-lane arterial roadway that would
extend from south of State Highway (SH) 45 to north of University Drive. The City of Round Rock
Transportation Master Plan identifies this ultimate alignment as Arterial A. A previously constructed
segment of Arterial A (known as Kenney Fort Boulevard) extends from Forest Creek Drive to Chandler
Creek Boulevard. There is currently no roadway between Chandler Creek Boulevard and East Old
Settlers Boulevard. The proposed project would convert the two-lane section of Kenny Fort Boulevard
to a six-lane configuration and extend the current road to East Old Settlers Boulevard. The facility
would include sidewalks on both sides of the road (approximately 6 feet wide on the west side and
approximately 10 feet wide on the east side). A bridge is proposed to span an unnamed tributary to
the Chandler Branch of Upper Brushy Creek flowing under the proposed alignment near its southern
terminus.
The project is being undertaken and funded by the City of Round Rock, a political subdivision of the
State of Texas, rendering the project subject to the Antiquities Code of Texas (9 TNRC 191). No federal
nexus is currently known.
Methodological and Logistical Considerations
Chris Dayton of Cox|McLain Environmental Consulting, Inc. (CMEC) performed the fieldwork for this
project in July 2015 and May 2016. No major logistical difficulties were encountered. Shovel test units
were placed judgmentally within the APE based on observed disturbance levels and guidelines
established by the Council of Texas Archeologists (CTA) and approved by the Texas Historical
Commission (THC). The methods employed during this study and relevant constraints are discussed
further in Chapters Three and Four.
Per the approved scope of Texas Antiquities Permit 7361, a mixed collection policy was in effect during
the investigation, since the APE includes both City-owned land and private land anticipated for
acquisition. No materials were observed in the APE; thus, this project generated no archeological
materials to be curated. All notes, photographs, and other pertinent records will be made permanently
available to future researchers at the Center for Archaeological Studies (CAS) at Texas State per TAC
26.16 and 26.17.
Structure of the Report
Following this introduction, Chapter Two presents environmental parameters, a brief cultural context,
and a summary of previous archeological research near the APE; Chapter Three discusses research
goals, relevant methods, and the underlying regulatory considerations; Chapter Four presents the results
of the survey and summarizes the implications of the investigations; photos and figures are in Chapter
Five, and references are in Chapter Six.
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2.0

Environmental and Cultural Context

Topography, Geology, and Soils
The APE is located at elevations of approximately 669-722 feet above mean sea level on uplands
generally sloping to the south. The APE crosses two minor unnamed tributaries to Chandler Branch, itself
a tributary to Brushy Creek. Surface geology is mapped as marl and chalk of the Cretaceous-age
Austin Chalk with a small area of shale and limestone of the Cretaceous Eagle Ford Group at the south
end of the APE (USGS 2016). Soils within most of the APE are mapped as Austin, Castephen, Krum and
Sunev silty clays on 1-3 percent slopes, with a small area of flooded Tinn clay on the south end and a
small area of Houston Black clay on the north end (NRCS 2016). In this context neither of the clay
deposits would be expected to have potential for buried archeology; the Tinn clay is in a minor
drainage lacking significant terrace or floodplain deposits, and the Houston Black is located in an upland
context.
Previous Investigations and Previously Identified Resources,
A data search of the Texas Archeological Sites Atlas (Atlas) maintained by the Texas Historical
Commission (THC) and the Texas Archeological Research Laboratory (TARL) was conducted in order to
identify any previously recorded cemeteries, historical markers, National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP) properties or districts, State Antiquities Landmarks (SALs), archeological sites, and previous
surveys in the project area or within 1 mile, the standard buffer zone for such searches.
According to Atlas survey coverage data, approximately 10 percent of the APE was included within a
previous City survey of Old Settlers Park by Lone Star Archeological Services, but the project Atlas
record is incomplete.
No resources have been recorded within the APE, but the 1-mile search radius yields many results, which
are shown in Figure 1: two historical markers, two cemeteries, and 31 archeological sites, one of which
(Kenney’s Fort/41WM465) is also an NRHP-listed archeological district (THC 2016).
For brevity’s sake, only sites within one quarter of a mile will be discussed here. Five sites are located
in close proximity to the APE, all at its southern end: 41WM739, a two-story historic home and prehistoric
campsite recommended as NRHP/SAL-eligible; 41WM740, the Palm Valley Park Site, a listed SAL;
41WM741 and 41WM743, both minor scatters of historic-age material from destroyed house sites;
and 41WM952, a minor lithic scatter (THC 2016).
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3.0

Research Goals and Methods

Purpose of the Research
The present study was carried out to accomplish three major goals:
1. To identify all historic and prehistoric archeological resources located within the APE defined
in Chapter One;
2. To perform a preliminary evaluation of the identified resources’ potential for inclusion in the
NRHP and/or for designation as a SAL (typically performed concurrently); and
3. To make recommendations about the need for further research concerning the identified
resources based on the preliminary NRHP/SAL evaluation and with guidance on
methodology and ethics from the THC and CTA.
The Antiquities Code of Texas
Because the project is currently owned and funded by the City of Round Rock, a political subdivision of
the State of Texas, the project is subject to the Antiquities Code of Texas (9 TNRC 191), which requires
consideration of effects on properties designated as—or eligible to be designated as—SALs, which are
defined as:
...sites, objects, buildings, structures and historic shipwrecks, and locations of historical, archeological,
educational, or scientific interest including, but not limited to, prehistoric American Indian or aboriginal
campsites, dwellings, and habitation sites, aboriginal paintings, petroglyphs, and other marks or
carvings on rock or elsewhere which pertain to early American Indian or other archeological sites of
every character, treasure imbedded in the earth, sunken or abandoned ships and wrecks of the sea
or any part of their contents, maps, records, documents, books, artifacts, and implements of culture in
any way related to the inhabitants, prehistory, history, government, or culture in, on, or under any of
the lands of the State of Texas, including the tidelands, submerged land, and the bed of the sea
within the jurisdiction of the State of Texas. (13 TAC 26.2)

Guidelines for the evaluation of cultural resources as SALs and/or for listing on the NRHP, which is also
explicitly referenced at the state level, are detailed in 13 TAC 26. An archeological site identified on
lands owned or controlled by the State of Texas may be of sufficient significance to allow designation
as a SAL if at least one of the following criteria applies:
1.

the site has the potential to contribute to a better understanding of the prehistory and/or history
of Texas by the addition of new and important information;

2.

the site's archeological deposits and the artifacts within the site are preserved and intact, thereby
supporting the research potential or preservation interests of the site;

3.

the site possesses unique or rare attributes concerning Texas prehistory and/or history;

4.

the study of the site offers the opportunity to test theories and methods of preservation, thereby
contributing to new scientific knowledge;

5.

the high likelihood that vandalism and relic collecting has occurred or could occur, and official
landmark designation is needed to insure [sic] maximum legal protection, or alternatively further
investigations are needed to mitigate the effects of vandalism and relic collecting when the site
cannot be protected (13 TAC 26.10).
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For archeological resources, the state-level process requires securing and maintaining a valid Texas
Antiquities Permit from the THC, the lead state agency for Antiquities Code compliance, throughout all
stages of investigation, analysis, and reporting.
Survey Methods and Protocols
With the goals and guidelines above in mind, CMEC personnel conducted an intensive survey in July
2015 and May 2016, per category 6 under 13 TAC 26.15 and using the definitions in 13 TAC 26.3,
searching for previously identified and unidentified archeological sites. Field methods complied with
the coverage requirements of 13 TAC 26.15, as elaborated by the THC and CTA.
Shovel tests (see Figures 2a-2c) were excavated in natural levels to major color/texture changes or
restrictive features, as allowed by compaction and hardness of the deposits. Excavated matrix was
screened through 0.635-cm (0.25-in) hardware cloth as allowed by moisture and clay content, which
often required that the removed sediment be crumbled/sorted by hand, trowel, and/or shovel point.
Deposits were described using conventional texture classifications and Munsell color designations, and
all observations were recorded on standard CMEC shovel test forms. All of the 21 shovel tests
excavated were negative.
No artifacts were collected, as no materials of archeological interest were found. Project records will
be curated per 13 TAC 26.16 and 26.17 at the Center for Archaeological Studies (CAS) at Texas State
University.
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4.0

Results and Recommendations

Field Observations
CMEC archeological staff first visited the APE in July 2015 and progressed south to north (see Figures
2a-2c). Existing right-of-way adjacent to the existing two-lane segment of Kenney Fort Boulevard has
been disturbed by previous road and sidewalk construction and installation of at least 6 different types
of utility lines (Figures 3, 4, and 5).
Continuing to the north and east along the APE, CMEC staff members observed extreme disturbance,
including previously constructed drainage structures and severe erosion, within the southernmost and
deeper tributary to Chandler Branch (Figure 6). The upper tributary to Chandler Branch is much
shallower and more ephemeral, flanked by thin soil deposits with medium ground surface visibility,
common bedrock exposures, wide desiccation cracks, and limestone cobbles scattered across the surface
(see Figures 7, 8, and 9). Neither tributary displayed potential for intact, archeologically relevant
alluvial terrace or floodplain deposits. No intentionally modified cobbles were observed.
The northern half of the APE had lower ground surface visibility than the southern half, but still included
significant previous disturbance, most particularly a 4- to 6-foot-high earthen embankment along the
west side of the alignment (see Figures 10 and 11).
Despite the evidence of previous disturbance, in order to take a conservative approach, 21 shovel tests
were excavated, ranging in depth from 5 cm (2.5 in) to 60 cm (24 in) to basal clay or bedrock. No
materials of archeological interest were found; the only items recovered were clearly from nearby
modern construction (plastic pipe, plastic sheeting, home insulation, concrete fragments, etc.).
The APE was revisited in May 2016 due to shifts in the alignment. Additional shovel tests, none with
finds of note, were excavated in newly added areas near the creek crossings and also in less disturbed
parts of the north end, much of which had been cleared for construction of additional park facilities
between the two survey stages (Figure 12).
Recommendations
No evidence was found of preserved deposits with a high degree of integrity; associations with
distinctive architectural and material culture styles; rare materials and assemblages; the potential to
yield data important to the study of preservation techniques and the past in general; or potential
attractiveness to relic hunters (3 TAC 26.10). As the project is subject to the Antiquities Code of Texas,
the APE was assessed only for direct impacts to archeological resources. No further work within the APE
is recommended.
If any unanticipated discoveries of burials or archeological materials, deposits, or features are made
during construction, work should halt immediately and the Archeology Division of the Texas Historical
Commission should be contacted.
No artifacts were collected. Project records will be curated at Texas State CAS.
The Texas Historical Commission (THC) concurred with the findings of this report on December 2, 2016.
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5.0

Figures
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Figure 3.

View north from south end of project along existing right-of-way.

Figure 4.

View down at imported gravels and cracked, disturbed surface in right-of-way in Figure 3.
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Figure 5.

View southeast at multiple utilities (at least 6 visible here) in south end of project.

Figure 6.

View of severe erosion and drainage structures in southernmost tributary to Chandler Branch.

12

KENNEY FORT BLVD INTENSIVE ARCHEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Figure 7.

View northeast at exposed bedrock and thin soils along northernmost tributary to Chandler Branch, near
ST 21.

Figure 8.

View of typical medium ground surface visibility in middle portion of APE. Many limestone cobbles were
observed but none appeared to be modified.
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Figure 9.

View down at typical large desiccation cracks in middle of APE.

Figure 10.

View south along artificial embankment along middle-north portion of project (adjacent to STs 6-10).
Note 1.5-m (5-foot) shovel at center for scale.
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Figure 11.

View south-southwest at typical upland pasture setting in northern half of project area in 2015, prior to
construction.

Figure 12.

View south at park construction and flooding along east side of alignment at its north end during 2016
revisit.
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6.0
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Appendix A – Field Forms and Regulatory Correspondence

From: Info_Tech@thc.state.tx.us [mailto:Info_Tech@thc.state.tx.us]
Sent: Friday, December 02, 2016 2:36 PM
To: Chris Dayton <chris@coxmclain.com>; reviews@thc.state.tx.us
Subject: Project Review: 201701635

Re: Project Review under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
and/or the Antiquities Code of Texas
Permit 7361
201701635
City of Round Rock Kenney Fort Blvd
Kenney Fort and Chandler Creek Blvd
Round Rock,TX 78665
Dear Chris Dayton:
Thank you for your submittal regarding the above-referenced project. This
response represents the comments of the Executive Director of the Texas
Historical Commission (THC), pursuant to review under the Antiquities Code
of Texas.
The review staff led by Tiffany Osburn and Justin Kockritz has completed its
review and has made the following determinations based on the information
submitted for review:
Archeology Comments
• No sites recorded
• Draft report acceptable. Please submit another copy as a final report
along with shapefiles showing the area where the archeological work
was conducted. Shapefiles should be submitted electronically to [email].
We look forward to further consultation with your office and hope to maintain
a partnership that will foster effective historic preservation. Thank you for your
cooperation in this review process, and for your efforts to preserve the
irreplaceable heritage of Texas. If you have any questions concerning our
review or if we can be of further assistance, please email the following
reviewers: tiffany.osburn@thc.texas.gov, justin.kockritz@thc.texas.gov.
Sincerely,
Mark Wolfe, State Historic Preservation Officer
Executive Director, Texas Historical Commission
Please do not respond to this email.

